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ABSTRACT
) One h'indred eight children in grades two to four
(ages 7 to 10) whose reading level was one to two years below grade
level participated in this program. The Creative Reading Progran for
the Children's Art Carnival funded under the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act Title I had as its purpose the teaching of reading and
other communication skills by using the aesthetic experience as the
foundation of reading-language instruction. Thw: Carnival provided an
individualized reading progran which related each child's
developmental pattern as it was revealed in art workshops to a
reading plan especially designed for the student. There were three,
12 week sessions in the Carnival., The students met twice a week at
the Carnival Center where a small reading laboratory existed. These
students met with the reading improvement teacher three times a week
in their respective schools. At these in-school reading laboratories,

in activities and study sessions that were based on the art
experienced at the Children’s Art Carnival. The Carnival progran
supplemented the regular school program by offering imndivudalized
one-to-one instruction which provided a choice of ways to learn
reading. Findings indicated that the Carnival Program was successful.
The children evidenced a great deal of personal and attitudinal
affective developmeat according to Psychological Center personnel.
They progressed in reading and linguistic achievement as measured on
the Prescriptive Reading Inventory. (Author/AM) B
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Final Report  TITLE I, ESEA 1974-75
July 1975 Function # B/E 09-59635

EVALUATION OF THE CREATIVE READING PROGRAM
AT THE CHILDREN'S ART CARNIVAL

I. THE PROGRAM
The Creative Reading Prggfaﬁ for the Children's Art Carnivélr
has as its purpose the teaching of reading and other communication
skills by using the aesthetic experience as the foundati@n of
reading=languagebinstructign. The Carnival ?ravides a highly
individualized reading program which relates to each child's
developmental pattern as it is revealed in art workshops to a

reading plan especially designed for the student. Children who

often motivated to communicate and to seek information from the
written word. The workshops include painting, print making,

| puppetry, sculpture and animated film making. Reading activities,
books and newspapers are built around the art activity of each
child. -

The: Subjects in the Program: One hundred eighty (180)

Titie I eligible children in grades 2-4 (ages 7 to 10) reading
one to two years below grade level were selected to partiﬂipate
in fhe program, A classrooem teacher acccmpaﬁied the students to
and from the program, which met on Mondays and Wednesdays for 12
| weeks. A Prescriptive Reading Inventory (M:Graw Hill) and the

,Matrcpalitaﬁ Achievement Test (New York City,Reading Test) were
4
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used for selection of the students, along with recommendations

-~ - —of the teacher, the guidance counselors, the principals and
parents. Children were able to be drawn from any one of the Title I
districts in New York City. Enrollment was voluntary on the part
of the teacher.

Participant Staff: The staff for the program included one

teachers who worked two days a week at the Carnival Center and
three days each at therschéél site. On all occasions, the reading
improvement teachers and the coordinating teacher were actively
involved in teaching reading skills to the children:in the program.
Five teacher-artists were responsible each for one of the art
workshops gpuppetry, film making, scglpture; painting, print
i‘nakingj and audio-visual activities and recordings). The teacher-
artists were responsible for planning and setting up the activities
as well as rtecord-keeping and the recording of each child's

activities, These teacher-artists were hired on a part-time basis.

the Children's Art Carnival, where each class participated on a
12-week basis. The students met twice a week at-the Carnival
Center where a small reading laboratory existed. These students
met with the reading improvement feazher three times a week in
their respective Public Schools. At these in-school reading
laboratbriés, the children worked in small graups on reading-

- communication skills in activities and study sessions that were
predicated on the art experiences at the Children's Art Carnival,

Numerous plays, poems story books, radio programs, etc. were

=
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developed at the in-school center by the réading improvement teacher,
in cgcéefatian with the classroom teazhe;@ Th%VCafﬁiGéiﬂPfégrémrb Z
supplemented the regular school program by offering individualized
one-to-one instruction which provided a choice of ways to learn
reading. '

Program Facilities: The program at the Children's Art Carnival

itself was housed in a renovated brownstone near City College. In
the building were story telling centers, several art workshops,
film making facilities, dark rooms, viewing rocms for films and
plays, and a backyard where many activities, such as pup§Et shows,
videotapes, and film making, were carried on. Offices and staff
meeting rooms were on the second floor. A reading center and activity
area were on the lower floor. Conference rooms, which were brightly |
painted, were there also.

At the public school where the reading improvement teacher
held forth three times each week, a room was provided which was
often shared with another activity, such as band or French lessons.
These other activities were carried on before and after échcal;
Some of the children's work was displayed here and a mini-library

was set up to house Carnival materials and books.

II. EVALUATIVE PROCEDURES
The basic object of the project was to.develop basic reading
skills, creative thinking, and linguistics écmpeten:e in retarded
readers. The evaluation attempted to measure only the extent
to which children improved in reading skills and linguistics
zampetengieswés a result of attending the Carnival. To aaccﬁplisﬁ
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this last objective, students were administered the McGraw Hill
‘Prészriptive Reading Inventory, a criterion referenced test
which describes the degree to which children are improving on
specific reading skills. In addition, all children were given
the Metropolitan Achievement Test and the New York City Reading
Test, which rendered a standardized score. The Pressriﬁti&e
Reading Inventory was given in addition to the regular reading
tests inasmuch as the program did not last a full year, but only
- 12 weeks.

&=
In addition to the tests used, a questionnaire was developed

for less formal evaluation. Théiquesti@nnaire'prcviéés for an
extensive survey for the evaluation director, as well as interview
forms for the project directors, the teachers, the aides ané the4
students in the program. Final informal evaluation was done by

means of an evaluation form which was administered to all participants

in the program -- the director, the teachers and the students
themselves.
Finally, & great deal of on-project evaluation was done by

the teachers, who used logs and videotapes to analyze their own

and student performance. Once a week, the staff of the program,
including a staff of psychologists from City College, gathered

in order to improve instruction and to discuss iﬁdividual student
'd%velapment and problems. This self-evaluation was one of the

mcsﬁ valuable parts of the program, in that the group was constantly
providing feed-back for its own improvement and that of the students.
The psychological team was led by a renowned Swiss educator,

Dr. Gilbert Voyat, who has worked with Dr. Jean Piaget; their -
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efforts aidéd the teachers to understand and anticipate student

behaviors and problems.

ITI. FINDINGS

The Creative Reading Program of the Children's Art Carnival
functioned very much as it was described in the proposal. The
Ehildr%ﬁ appeared delighted to be in a less institutional setting.
They enjoyed participation in a program that was distinct from
the activities of the school including an art laboratory and a
reading center for instruction and for conferences. Ninety per
cent of the 180 participants received all of thesiests; attendance
was high; the teachers, both at the public school and at the art
center, were enthusiastic. Principals wrote letters wholeheartedly
endersing the pr@graﬁg The director was careful to follow all |
cf the guidelines. jéb descriptions were carefully adhered to,
with each participant on the staff carrying out assignedrréspcnsié
bilities. : 7
| The creative efforts of the children were displayed in the
public school rooms and halls and in the Reading Center at each
school. Near the Children's Artréafnival street decorations
weie made for the varicus holidays. The children produced many
booklets of stories and poems. They kept notebooks and leogs of
their work. They wrote a story about each of their creative
efforts. The teachers in the program developed vocabulary aﬁdvv
narratives about each project that was done with the children.

Test Results: The results of this program were evidenced

in the test results of the Prescriptive Reading Invénf@ry (McGraﬁtﬁ
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Hill). TharPresﬁriptive Reading Inventory (PRI), Level A, was
administered. to the Eeccndrgraderchildren,,and Level B was
administered to the third through fifth grade children (age ten)
at the beginning of the pr@grami: The post-test was administered
12 weeks later at the end of the program. Pre-test and post-test
raw scores were analyzed for significant differences by correlated
t-tests. The results were highly significant. . (See Table 1).
Except for the third grade, which had a very small number in the-
sample, all of the grades showed significant improvement at the
.01 level of significance. Statistical aﬁalysis indicated that
during the duration of their participation in the Creative Reading
Prégram at the Children's Art Carnival, the children improved

significantly in reading and linguistic skills.

v TABLE 1

Analysis of the Prescriptive Reading Inventory

re-T . 8§D Post-T SD
ean Mean

Grade § Test N

et

Grade 2 i N
PRI (A) 27 62,00 . 25.80 88.03 18.45 8.33%*
Gradé 3 7 : | 7 o
.PRI (B) 13 35.31 7.35 34.85 8.94 0.35
Grade 4 7 o )

LPRI (B) 95 49, 89 17.82 58.95 18,99 9.98%%

Grade 5 : 7 -
PRI (B) 21 49,43 16.50 61.76 12,12 5.15%*%

L Significént at the .01 level.




Of the 180 children in the program, only 156 were tested.
~Reasons. fcr lack of testing were:r,f@urvchildrén~werérbéing-testedW~EM&~
for CRMD; five children were absent due to illness; thiéé
children were absent for truancy; eight children transferred
to other schools (if a child was transferred in;thé beginning
of the 12 weeks, a new child entered the program which accounts
for the extra children); fDufsChildféﬂ were unable to caﬁpléte
the test; three children were unable to speak English; one child
had a nervous breakdown due to home pfoblemsgiwénéichild was
discharged from the program and two children became so emotionally
upset during thg_test thét they were unable to take it.
As the program progressed through the year and each new
class of students arrived, the teachers seemed to organize their
lessons, the activities, the reading assignments and the culminating
effort with more thoroughness and more insight into the children's
.learning. This experience was aided by the psychological team
affiliated with City University. By the end of the year, the
students' work was more sophisticated due to the greater experience
of the teachers. Finally, the Children's Aft Carnival developed
- a brochure which was sent to the participating schools.
The reaction of eatﬁ participating group of the staff and
the evaluators in the program varied. Following is a diséuSSionb

npfwthe various points of view regarding the program;~vtheseAviews

were gleaned from observation by the evaluator, by interviews,

by questionnaires and by evaluation check-1lists.

Director Reaction: The directors included not only the Bward

. of Education Teacher-Director, but the Art Carnival Director and

. 10




the program highly;

the Psychological Team Director. AXl of these persons regarded
; they felt that often dramatic personal and
psychological change occurred while the children were in the
program. Some children developed from non-speaking to more
participating behaviors; they saw the children as actively
participating in the creative process and developing personal,
Creative swlf-awareness. Indeed,at the beginning of the program,
there was less concern with the reading aspect of the program
than with the affective behaviors and attitudes that were
emerging in some of the children. This reaction to watching the
children prosper was fostered in the weekly staff meetings, which
often-lasted three hours. There was high staff interaction and
high staff morale throughout the program. Much of this enthusiasm
was carried into the schools by the participating teacher and
the in-school reading improvement teacher -- often referred
to as tﬁe "story-maker" who listened to and wrote many of the
children's activities and ideaséwith regard to Carnival Activity.
The respective directors recommended that there be mcré
attention given to the purposeful working toward culminating
activities and that there be more culminating participation of
the students in the final days of Carnival partizipation;,
Directors would 1iké to have more parent participation, and
increased visual presentation of the children's work. -It was

noted that the program would be more beneficial if it were

extended to a full'semester's work. The time allotments do not

fall in programatically with other school activities. Staggered

attendance would allow the full complement of students to be )

T
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served. Fifth graders (eleven years of age) should be inciuded

_in the program.

Teacher Reaction: The teachers were much in favor of con-

tiﬁuing'the pfogfaﬁi They particularly liked the vidééetapiﬂg
aspect of the program, and they would like to have,mére replay
éf the video-taped sessions for children's viewing. The teaéhar
tea:hef; but the Carnival artist-teachers and the reading improvement
teachers as well. The teachers agreed that it was beneficial to
“the children to be a&ay from the school setting, participating
in an activity program which was located in a brownstone with a
large backyard, quité uniike the usual learning environment of =
the school.

" The teachers recommended that some kind of simplified
criterion test be used for the children -- one that would have
fewér items, such as the Pope Inventory or the Stanford Diagncstic.ri
The length of the test caused irritation and frustration ;arthe
administrator of the test and to the students. Finally, dufing R
the last two sessions, the classroom teacher gave the pre- and
pést—tests, S0 fhat the Carni#alrstaff would not be identified
with the test-giving activities and thus "turn off' the children

to the program.

&L adent Reaction: Student réa:tion to the pr@gféﬁ was
highly enfhusiastici Théy aillparti:ipated in all fother#ariaus
wcrkshdpé and simply wanted more of the same. They wanted more
time ta,warkiwith puppets, more film making .so thaf they could .
ﬁakerﬁKéraié;ﬁ@vies”, or more time tcvWQrkrﬂiﬁh therélayi‘rSeveféli7*

12




"qmentloned thet they enjeyed the pereenel eeselene 1n the read;ng

“leberatery at the Art Cernlvel Dﬁ the negetlve elde, they
fﬁented mere erder in the halls and stelrweye mere clethlng

"heeke, more art feellltlee end meterlels for Jewelry meklng

‘sessions ae well.

Eveluetor Reeetion:, The exuberance of all the‘ﬁerﬁdne

‘in he progrem was netehle ~‘Students and etaff ellke malnteined :

~h;gh morele and- h;eh dedleetlon to one anether and to the pregrem.v‘

The ehlldren were selected from peverty areas. ~The Carnival-

leeelity -Street art end'eemmunity'pertieipetion ‘caused a
‘not observed elsewhere in the 145th Street erea It eeemed te
4brthe evelueter that etronger ties eeuld be develeped w1th the eehoel
v—ln terms of prov;dlng teeehers, pflnclpele perente'end ehlldren
'lew1th more of ‘the edvantagee of the progrem and with the part
h;thet they should play . in the pregrem ‘Parents should be eneeuraged-
efte visit the Cernlvel Center, ChlldTen eheuld do more pfese“tetlehsi
at the school 1t5e1£ as well as at the center. A,etrengef support |
, eyetem for the readlng lmprovement teeehere ehould be melntalned
,et the scheele Thle eould be eehleved threugh an effort et
Vfgreeter edueetlonal 1nfermet10n regerdlng ‘the- pregrem end kinds
W“Aef lieieene thet eeuld be werked out with the Cernlvel - At
- times, the Teguler Leachers dld not releese the eh;ldren premptly_f
rte pert;clpete in the in- echeel pregrem end the Art Carnival
,eet1v1ty, Ihe Cemmute was toe long in some cases end took up
'7;eehool time'e Ageln, the testlng pIOﬁram mleht be re- thoughti

e




' The adult-student ratio seemed to be helpful to thé children

" and should be maintained.

V.  SUMMARY OF MAJQR"?INDTNGS
CDNCLUSIDNE "AND RECDMMENDAIIGNS
From nearly every klﬂd of Teagtian the Creative Readlng

Pfogram at the Chlldrén s Art Carnlval is an astoundlng success
'_Evaluaticns of directqrs, t§achersi cal;ab@ratin personnel in o
thefséﬁcgas, andrstudanﬁs iﬁ the pfégfam wérernearly-unanimous

“in their enthusiéstigféndérseménf of the pragfami'VStétiStiEal
fénalysis was no less suPpértive in pravidinﬁ inf@rmatién-regafding 

thé success of the prggram. The results wera s;gnlflcant at the

h;ghest 1éve1 w;th the exceptlon of a very Small group Gf thlrteen L

‘paft1c1pat1ng thlrd gTEdETS Th% ch;ldrén ev;denced agreat

déal of personal and attltudlnal affectlve develapment 'agzordiﬁg’

. to the Esyghalag;cal Center personnel. They progressed in reading
f'and'linguistiéréchiavément as meaSured dn'thé ?reséiiptivé Readi@g_
Tnventﬂfy as well. It is the rezommendat;an that the program

be refund;d and retalned ‘as well as éxpanded

Recommendatlcns The fallgw1ng reiommendaticns are suggested

-for rééycling thé"program for th§'19?$f76:5ch061 Year: -
(1) Gaod rappcrt and hlgh marale of the staif are in part due
tD the Support staff of the Psychglcglcal Center Thls*
' :Dmpanent shéuld be wrltten into the prﬂgram and supparted'

by it.




(2)

(4)

~in connection w1hh Ré:ommendatlon 3, should be seen ;utﬁaf*

(5)

(6)

The children should not be brought from long distances to .

the'Carnivai. Commutes of over 20 miﬁutes ‘to a halféh@uf

should not be made. Instead Carnival Centers shauld be

opened in Dther boraughs so that cultural centers and

rract1v1t135 would be nearby.

3

More liaison wcrk w1th thé's:hcols should be done.  This
was sugﬁested in.last year's evaluation, but even meE effort
in public relations would be helpful Public sahaals persannél;

do not fully understand the program nor the role that they

: play in it. More brochures and more activities originating

in the Carnival,sh@uld be seen and heardri;,the.schagls. The
Cafniyal should,prdvide some of its "shows" for viewing for
the rest of the children in the ﬁu@%;é'schoals_ A stronger
supp0ft’syétem in the’sthaols‘far the reading improvement -
teacher would pfgbably result from Such an eff@rt.

Culmlnatlng activities should receive more attentlcﬂ, and

Carnival,
THe’Préscriptive Réading Tnventbry is helpfulrin that it

directs teacher 1nstru:t1@n but it is a 1éng, cumberscme

”'test CZ? pages) aﬁd is dlffl:ult for the chlldren and th51r

teachers to endure. Perhaps some Dthéf diagnostic 1ﬁstrumentmuw

:Wthh deflnes the reaalng task in’ tarms of sk;lls, such as

the Pope Inventary or the S*gnfard Dlagnastlc Test ;Duld

" be used.

More parent participation should be éﬁcoufagéd; ~Parents

. could easily-accompany children on the trip to the Carnival.



-

(7). Longer teachlng ss551ans w1th one 1%54 ‘public- schaol
rtutgring SESSIDE per week wauld fit. semester schedules of
the teachlng year and glve greater psychalagl:al benefit
© to the :h;ldren in terms @fAstaff relat;gnsfand.;cntinulty;-_?

'(8)~ The;testlng program sh@uld end in earlf ar mid%5uﬁe.' it

S nearly impossible to meet Board of Education deadllnes 2 ’v
when" ch;ldren are still in the pragram Qn tHe 1ast day cf'{
V schaal. | | | | | E 5

,EQJ- Supplies should be more abundant and a gréater variety éf :

7 rmaterlals should be used - U -

(10) Fifth graders, 11 yéars of age, shauld be included in the

'~program It seems that older students aspeclally benefit.
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GFFICS OF EDUCATICNAL BOSLAVTION « DITA LOSS RGN
(attach to BIR, fzem #23¢)  Function # B/E 09-59635

In this table enter all pata 1,ass information, Letween MIR, iten 130 and this form, all participants
e eech actlvity rust be sccounted fors The componcat and activity codes used in completicn of item #30
gheuld be used here so that the two tables natch, See definitions belos table for further 'nstructlons,
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Cozpenent | Activity | Group Test [Total Number Pattiéipanta Reasons why student_s_'were not tested, or if

Code Code |I.D. |Used |N |Tested/| Not Tested/ tested, vere not analyzed
hnalyzed Analyzed , Number/

N o  Reason |

Moved - 1 Abséﬂf -3
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* (1) Ldencify the participants by specific grade level (e.g., grade 3, grade 9), Where several grades are combined,
enter the last two digits of the companent code, - - “ ,
+(2) Identify the test used and year of publication (MAT=70, SDAT=74, etc.).
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. muber count, If any further documentation 1s available, please attach to this form, If further space {s
" needed to specify and explain data loss, actach additional pages to this form, SRR e 28




CAROLYN HEDLEY
Fordham University
Schoo!l of Education

CHILDREN'S ART CARNIVAL EVALUATION

Logistics:

Evaluation of — . e Component

Sch=ol: 4; ;7,7 - e ' ﬂwfﬁr,f,

“Address: o - -

Times to Observe:

Week Days to Observe: ;7’ - e -

L.
$
H

%&Taa:her In Charge: __ e Y

lig;ﬁﬁ ' Vr‘, a:!s%n:al Considerations

As Evaluater:

I went to the location Indicated above on the date listed on my estimated
schedule. Before going to the school where | was observing, | phoned the:
Coordinator.- Upon arriving, | stopped by the school office to notify the.
Director of my arrival ‘and to receive directions for finding the Project,

When | reached the component | was to abserve, I was friendly, but
business=!lke. ‘I talked with students, teacher and aides, when 1t was pos-
-sible in an Informal way. | did not conduct these inferv:ews In the classroom,
or without consent of the head af the department. = '

T fllléd in student, +eacher/siaff interviews when it was possible and
appropriate. Some of +hese questions were filled in by me Informally after =~
~the visit or some were fllled in by the participants in the program themselves,
- Vhen "fuirms" DEﬁame a threat, | did not use them, but filled them In as scon
~after the visit as pcsslble. I ¥ the teachers listed did not wish to be
observed, or the superv:sar of the program did not wish me to vnsi+ the
ciasses, | canfarmed ylfh their feelings. ' .

Above all, ] sought 1o Kéep good rapport with the personnel In the
program. Co ~— | A LA ! ,

 Carolyn N, Hedley
Evaluation Dlractor




ZVALUATION OF THE PROJECT

School :

Ccordinator: _ . _ — N

Teacher: __ - ,7777 — e o

Grade levels of children In the class: __ _

Auxiliary personnel In class, or helping ) 3 _
Nearby: __ ;u,;:

Number of children in classes: _ _ e -
Boys — _ Girls ___ - _

Boys _____ - ______ Girls

:) _S#udenfiadui+ ratio ___ o ,
Etnnic groups In class: Negro __ Spanlsh—speakfng _

Oriental ____ 7 —___ Gther

Number of personnel in program (usually remains constant after lst visit)

Supervisors _ e Ahssistants _

: Teachers - Secretaries

’Aides e —_____ Ofher

What 1s the teacher turn-over In the school?

What is the student turn-over in +he school?

Observer: _ Day of veek

Dé*es_w, 7 _ . FHours:




Evaluator: __ 3 _ e - ] ,W'”, ;,ﬁ,”

General impression of the neighborhood:

Housing:

Ethnicity: Nearo 7 _ Spanish=speaking __

Oriental _____~  Other _

Impression of persons who were visible in the neighborhood:

School :

General impression of the school:
. Reactlon to the personne! who alded you in finding your assignment:

Reaction to the congenlality toward learning with regard to physical
facillities, materials, etc. : '




Classroom:
General description of Thé pf@gfémi
Genaral impression of +eachar style:
General impression of the children's attitudes:
General impression of f§:ili+ies éﬁd materials:
Kinds of grouping and types of sfuﬁy and”iﬁg*rucfi@n evident:

Innovative techniques and innovative materials observed:
(List ali materials by name which you thought useful.)

Role of teacher aids during your visit:
List all +he materlals and methods used in the program on a separate page.

Diary of visit and casual observations: (continued on back of page)




SUMARY OF INFC.:AT.QN FROM THE OBSERVATIDN' PR@JECT EVALUATOR

7.

8.

Are the objectives of the program being met?

What are the aufs*andlng contributors to the achievement of the objectives
of the project?

Describe why or how the features are cgnfrlbuflng so effectively to the
achievement of the objectives,

If any of the objectives are not being met, summarize the probable causes.

What unexpected outcomes are balng achieved by +he praJec*? How did
they sccur? B

Summarize your recommendayions to Improve or redesign the project in the
next year's oneration.

What practical advice or suggestions will help In establishing a similar
project, especsally with regard to administration and personnel?

DE;CFIbé effective practices develaped by the program which are being
Integrated into the reaular school pragram. .



IWTE

Nam=z

‘lhat are the materials and techniques that you feel are most effacflva

RVIEW WITH TEACHER/COORDIATOR

“hat do you feel are the greatest strengths of this program?

How would you change it next year to ﬁlabcra*e on what you have already
done?

What Is the method that you use for gufdlng teacher alds +o help you
in the program?

-in the program In terms of:

a. Listening
b. Oral language
c. ‘'ritten fanﬁgage
d. CcmprehEﬁSi@nraf Cencept In
¥*Reading
*Hafhema*ies
*Sclance
%Soclal Science
¥Other
e, Learnlng skills == learning rate
f. Interest and enthuslasm féF the pragraﬁ-

Ylhat materials, fechnlques develaped by you and your sfaff have praved
effective? :

34



INTERVIEW "|TH TEACHER/CCORDINATOR (cont.)

The following questions are listed to comply with the guidelines for the
narrative report mandated by the State Education Depar+ﬁen+

. Has the population served by the program changed markedly since this
project first began? (A) With regard to achievement level? (B) Dis-
ab.1ity level? (C) Poverty level? (D) Emotional difficulties level?
(E) Ethnic dlfferences? (F) Vhich children are aligible for this
program? - (G) How does ssiection occur?

2. How does this prcgram integrate w:fh fhe other subjects taught in the
school?

3. How do other programs benefit from the personnel and programs and
materials used In your project?

4, Have the objectives of the program changed since its inception? (A) What
are these new objectives? (B) Are they being measured and met?
(C) Vhy did you decide to chaﬁqe some abje:*iVés?




[NTERVIE" ¥iTH TEACHER AIDS:

l. UYhat do you like the best about this program?
2, Can you see the younqgsters are déingbbe++er now that they are here?
3. Next year, what would y@q like to do, if anything, to try out new ideas?
4, How do you know what to do or to teach every day?
5. What materials work out best for:
a. Helpino children to listen better?
b. Helping children speak more?
c. Helping them to learn and to know words?
d. Helping them to hear the sounds in words?

e. Helping keep up their interest and enthusiasm In the program?

6. Have you fried out any new ldeas of your own, with the permission of
the teacher, to help the children learn to read?” " -

306




This interview should be left unstructured, but one might ask
questions such as the following: 'How do you like the program
here? Do you have a good time? Are you learning quite a bit
about reading? How do you like all the things that you have
here, which help you to learn? Did you know your teacher before
you came to this class? Does she live near you? Do you think
that you will sign up again next year? Let's see what you are
doing now.

Short anecdote of any interviews with youngsters:

Y

(SN
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FINAL EVALUATION FORM

To be filled out by all participants in the program if possible.
Please check list below as to the nature of your status in the
program:

_Director ; _ Other 7 ,
- Advisor , - ] - _

— Consultant :;” — — -

Support Staff _ L e e
Teacher ) - '
Teacher Assistant

Teacher Aide

Student

T
Hl

If you were going to be or are going to be in this program
again, what things would you like to have kept in the
program? :

I. If you were going to s or are going to be in the program
~again, what things would you like to see dropped or deleted
from the programn?

=t

III. If you have any other ideas for this program would you put
them here. If you have favorable feelings about this program,
we would like to hear them too.

IV. Draw a picture of the thing you liked best in this program.
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